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points out that the Dhalajnana is never questioned by the
discerning persons.15 But why. The answer given 5s that
its familiarity leads us to infer its undeviating character
through the mark of tajjatiyatva (the property of belonging
to that class).16 Thus, Instead of taking them as intrinsi-
cally true and as self-validating, Vacaspati includes them in
a much wider ciass of 'familiar' cases whose sheer familia-
rity rules out any need for further validating them The
entire idea of familiar cases, cases that have become i-b/iya-
sadasapanna and whose truth Is immediately inferred -
without waiting upon confirmation " through the mark of
tajjatiyatva, is shrouded in obscurity and Udayana who
attemots to threw light on this difficult notion has hardly
succeeded in giving a completely satisfactory account"17
It is obvious that tajjatiyatva can serve as a mark of truth
only when the knowledge under consideration has become
a familiar case Further, this knowledge is a fresh occurent.
To say that it is a familiar case could then only mean that
it is a knowledge the like of which has already been
experienced before and has been known to be true. What
apoarentiy distinguishes these cases from new knowledge
is that in such cases one takes them for granted and enter-
tains no doubt about their truth, whereas a new knowledge
demands to be confirmed. But, they are two different
notions involved, the notion of 'familiarity' that belong to
The same class and the notions that evade logical precision.
What is the test of familiarity? How many times must one
have similar experiences in order that it may become abhya-
sadasapanna ? It is not possible to lay down any general
rule. One is unavoidably led to the conclusion that know-
ledge is called adhyasadasapanna in whose case no doubt
arises soon afterwards, so that to say th^t the abhyasada-
sapanna knowledge does not demand validation anpears
tautological. A further inference based on the mark of
tajjatiyatva is not called for. One does not infer anything.
Only one does not in such case as these doubt. Besides,
what does the word 'tat'In 'tafjatlyatva' mean ? Not cer-
tainly the class of true knowledge, for as Udayapa points
out - that exactly is what is to be proved by the sunDo'^ed
inference. It does not mean the class of knowledoo that